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1. Applicant's election of Group I, original claims 1-14, in Paper No. 5 is acknowledged. 
Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the supposed errors in the 
restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an election without traverse (MPEP 

§ 818.03(a)). 

2. Claims 1 5-28 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 42(b) as 
being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 
Election was made without traverse in Paper No. 5. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claimine the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention aistinctly claiming the 

4. Claims 4, 6, 7, 12 and 3 1-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 4, "said male lock member" is indefinite, since there are two male lock members 
and therefore the claim is unclear as to which one is intended. 

In claim 6, "said pin" (twice) lacks proper antecedent basis in the claim (note that claim 1 
refers to a male lock member). 

In claim 7, "said pin" lacks proper antecedent basis in the claim (note that claim 1 refers 
to a male lock member). Further, claim 7 is indefinite as to how a single aperture receives a 
single "pin" to cooperate with two lock plates. 

In claim 12, line 2, "said first and second male lock member" lacks proper antecedent 
basis in the claim (note that claim 10 refers to lock pins). 
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In claims 31 and 32, line 2, "said first and second lock" is incomplete, and should be 
changed to --said first and second lock plates--. 

In claims 33 and 34, lines 1-2, "said first and a second lock plate" is unclear, since the 
second lock plate has been previously recited (it is suggested that the phrase be changed to read 
-said first and second lock plates--). 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122ft) bv another fileH 
•ntematonal apphcation filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall hJZ^fTjlZ of this 

6. Claims 1-3,5-7,9-11, 14 and 31-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) and/or (e) as 
being anticipated by Kaselow et al. (U.S. Patent 6,220,848; Figures 1-4). 

Kaselow et al. teach a mold assembly comprising a first mold portion 3 having first and 
second male lock pins 7 extending therefrom, each pin having a groove 9 formed therein, a 
second mold portion 2 having a female lock member including first and second lock plates 12 
slidably mounted therein along an edge of the second mold portion, the lock plates each having a 
keyhole-shaped opening 1 1, 13 for perpendicularly engaging the groove of the pins (which pass 
through apertures in the second mold portion) to clamp the first and second mold portions 
together, and an actuator 5 mounted to both of the lock plates (as clearly shown in Figure 4) for 
simultaneously sliding both lock plates relative to the second mold portion to move the lock 
plates between locked and unlocked positions. 
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7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

sl^rSSis ^r?* 0 ^ *° inventi ° n is not disclosed or described as set forth in 

J ' d,ff< f nces between *e subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subjec matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made t a ™ 

lZ 7h? m t0 WWch S3id SUbjCCt matter P^" 5 - Patentability shall not be negati^d by he 
manner in which the invention was made. uegauveu oy ine 

8. Claims 4 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kaselow 
et al. (U.S. Patent 6,220,848; Figures 1-4) in view of Yonekubo et al. (U.S. Patent 5,456,588; 
Figures 24-34). 

Kaselow et al. teach the mold assembly substantially as claimed (as described above), 
except for the male lock pins clearly having a frustoconical portion. Yonekubo et al. disclose a 
mold assembly having male lock pins extending from a first mold portion and a female lock 
member comprising sliding lock plates mounted to a second mold portion, wherein the male lock 
pins include a frustoconical portion at the distal end thereof. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Kaselow et al. by providing the 
male lock pins with a frustoconical portion, as disclosed in Yonekubo et al., in order to facilitate 
entry of the male lock pins into the opening of the lock plate. 

9. Claims 33 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kaselow et al. (U.S. Patent 6,220,848; Figures 1-4) in view of either Kitamura (U.S. Patent 
5,306,137; Figures 1, 3, 4 and 9) or Rydmann et al. (U.S. Patent 5,375,991; Figures 13-14). 

Kaselow et al. teach the mold assembly substantially as claimed (as described above), 
and further disclose that the lock plates and actuator are located "along an edge of the second 
mold portion", as broadly construed. Notwithstanding, Kitamura and Rydmann et al. each 
disclose a mold assembly having male lock pins extending from a first mold portion and a female 
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lock member comprising sliding lock plates mounted to a second mold portion, wherein the lock 
plates and associated actuator are located along an edge of the second mold portion. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Kaselow et al. by providing the lock plates and actuator along an edge of the second mold 
portion, as disclosed in either Kitamura and Rydmann et al., in order to provide clamping of the 
mold portions at their periphery and to provide access to the mold portions at their central region 
for resin injectors and/or product ejectors. 

10. Claims 29 and 30 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The prior art of record does not teach or fairly suggest a mold assembly having first and 
second male lock members mounted to a first mold portion, first and second lock plates slidably 
mounted to a second mold portion, an actuator mounted to the first and second lock plates for 
moving the lock plates between locked and unlocked positions, wherein the first and second lock 
plates each comprise a slot such that the first and second lock plates are movable relative to a 
guide pin extending from the second mold portion, as claimed in claims 29 and 30. 
1 1 • Applicant's arguments filed 09 April 2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that none of the cited references disclose a pair of plates and an actuator 
therebetween; however, such is taught in Kaselow et al. as clearly shown in Figure 4. 
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12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James Mackey whose telephone number is 703-308-1 195 The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wanda Walker can be reached on 703-308-0457. The fax phone n^bers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for regular 
communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final communications 

shnnlH '"VIZ °I a 8eneral ^ ° r r6lating t0 the Status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661. 




James Mackey 
Primary Examiner 
Art Umt 1722 
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June 16, 2003 



